BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORIT Y

NASHVILLE TENNESSEE
OCTOBER 9, 12002

IN RE:

PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
BETWEEN BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. AND
NAVIGATOR TELECOMMUN ICATIONS,
LLC

DOCKET NO. 02-00954

TN Nt N ' w - e

- ORDER APPROVING e e
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT iy

This matter came before Chairman Sara Kyle, Directdr Débbrah :’I“Varylbrk Tiate,'k' and'Director
Pat Miller of the Tennessee Regulatory Authority (the “Authority”), ‘theq Votmgpanel assigned to
this docket, at a regularly scheduled Authority( Conference held on October 7,.520,02 to consider,
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 252, the Petition for aéprovai éf an i‘n’térébnnec’tijbn é‘gréément negotiated ; |
between BellSouth Telecommunications and Nai(igator TelecoMuﬁications, LLC, filed on
September 4, 2002. e ’

Based upon a review of the agreemen‘t,‘ the fecord in thlS matter;' and “ the l sfandards for
review set forth in 47 U.S.C. § 252, the Directors unénimbusly grénte‘:dv the Petmon and madé the

following findings and conclusions:

1) The Authority has jurisdiction over public utilities puts‘uant to Tenn. Code Ann.
§ 65-4-104.
2) The agreement is in the public intei‘eSt as it provide"s"c‘:ons’umeirsf with alternative

sources of telecommunications services within the BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. service

area.




3) The agreement is not discriminatory to telecommnnicafions Séfvi%:e providers that
are not parties thereto. i

4) 47 U.S.C. § 252(e)(2)(A) provideé that a state commission rhay rekjcct‘ a negotiated
agreement only if it “discriminates égainst a telecommunic_ations‘ cafrie‘r; nét Ara‘ party to the
agreement” or if the implementation of the agreement “is not consistent with th¢ public interest,
convenience or necessity.” Uhlike arbitrated agreements, a state corknmissionk may not reject a
negotiated agreement on the grounds that the agreement fails to me‘et’thek jréqlvlir‘emeht’s' of 47 U.S.C.
§§ 251 or 252(d)." Thus, although the Authority finds that neither groﬁnd for rejection of a
negotiated agreement exists, this finding should not be construed"tob\m‘ean that the agreement is
consistent with §§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter, prekvi’c::us Authority décisions.

5) No person or entity has sought to intervene in this dqcket. |

6) The agreement is reviewable by the Authority pursﬁant to_‘ 47 U.S.C. § 252 and
Tenn. Code Ann. § 65-4-104. v e
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

The Petition ié granted, and the interconnection agreement negofiétéd between BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. and Navigatdr Telecommunications, L’LCkis approx}ed and is subject to

the review of the Authority as provided herein.

.

"Sara Kyle, Chairmar’.

luaniy L

Ate, Director

! See 47 U.S.C. § 252(e)(2)(B)(Supp. 2001).




